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But Specialists Predict No
i Adventurist Moves
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By ARTHUY J, OLSEN .

c Speetad 1o The New York Tlines

{. MUNICH, Gerraany, Oct, 23---
Soviet military policy i lkely.
‘1o harden-in .the, wake of Ni-
Jtitar &, Khrishchev's dismissal,
{pecording to the eonsensus of
Jlaogroup of Western. speclalists
jon Soviet military affalrs and
strategy. : ]

~ The  internatifonal = group,
ameeling In & three-day symposl-
Sy bere, agrend, howaver,. that
the new. Soviet reglme wag not

cmilitavy moves.,
<y Most of the 33 spesialists pre-
dicted that lhe Soviet  Union
woulil vemaln. committed to the
. nucleap-deterrent . strategy  ini-
s itiated by Mr. Khrushchev, They.
‘eoncluded that the basie lines of
- i8ovict forelgn” policy-—and the
© o military - establishimentr ¢reated
- jte support ib--would be reaf-
©Lotirmed by the mew regime.
~ [Y; T'he lcadership upheaval in
;. |Moscow ‘dominateq the discus-
. tsfons Of the experts, who met
Jto -exchange views on the im-
paet on Soviet . fereign policy
0f Mr. Khrushehev's 1960 deci-
slon Lo base the Soviet military
phosition on'a ‘massive nuclcar
Aeterrento ™ v T
Milllon-Man Reduction ™
_o0 'That policy decision was ime
plemented with a million-man,
weeduction. An Soviet uniformed
pérsonnel and -a cutback in. con-
‘venlional combat forces.
W Scholars .and -government: ex-
;perts from - the. United States,
Britain, France, West Germany
and ~other. Kuropean  countries
- {took part’.in the rsymposium,
- {which was organizeq by the In-
©lstitute for: the Study.of.. fie
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1ikely- fo undertake adventurist

. lang run they will probably pur-
sue much the same policy as he[

. wsald, “Whether this will be for

Q.k

v

4 t

clled resistance by Soviet mili-|

Mr. Khrushchev's nuclear-de-
fense strategy. Some of the spo-
einlists  expected the amed
| forces to take advantage of M
| Khrushchev fall from power to
resume the . argument for, a
roundegd niilitary esjablishment
a5 well as an alloupt Lo achicve
nuclear superiovity <owver the

West. . Con L
Dr. Robert, L. Gartheff of the
part.

Uhited States, a State De
ment. official, said: |

[ "There is simply no way now
iforesecable for the Soviet Union
to neutralize the Uniled Stales’
strategic capability, This is the
underpinning ol tnutual ‘deter-
rence, Soviet mllitary miai now
realize this, though« they. are
compulsively inclined to keep
tr};lsg., Mr. - Khrushchev , was
net, "

* ‘Ini"several papers the exports]

tary men to full rexecution of!
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investment needed to put ina
inplete system stil) lay ahead,
“fhe antt - missile missile
will finpoze a8 scvere strain on
e Soviet economy with result-
anl - internal  political conse-
quences,” Mr. Thomas =said.
“Thefr experiencé and subjoetive
allitude snggest that the So-
viets are , likely to pay
the price” .o, '

In a much-praised papereon
Chinesd-Soviét relations, . M.
Mackintosh of the Ipstitilfe of
Shiafegic “Sludies in. Londoh

] o
i

hope of & major reconciliation”
between the two leading . Com-
munist powers. o

The British scholar "said the
possibility that China might
resort to, the type of limited
‘'border warfare practiced by
Chiriese warlords in the nine-

concluded that “there is little

beginning {n the 1960-62 perloq,
has shaken not ounly the armed
forces hbut- also the social and
Commamism. ; oo

Radical changes, ' M, Galay:
sald in his sywposlunm paper,

Marxist doclrine on wae, and
the>“loss of political primacy
over miflitary strategy 18 autos

logical foundations o

£ the - So-
viel regime.” . L RN

according * to . Mr,” Galay, "is.
emancipating. the mass of the.

{tself from Comamunist Jogma,)

but at the same lime lf, has; .

enoouraged  to' sume "extenl

pressure exerted by apgressive

teen-twenties could move Saviet
leaders to strengthen their al-

' Bulid-up‘ Held Uncertain |

jappeals fo
build-up. o o

“T very much’ doubt that in
‘the short 'run: they will press,
the: military. to fellow  Mr,
Khrushchev's new - lool’
course,” he said, “but in’ the

r a ‘renewed mllltary{:

dld.”” —

i He predicted that:the “impul-

sive swings” of military policy

that characterized the Ihru-

shchev era would cease., -
“In this sense-thé new regime

will be more conservative,” he

he better. or
know."” _ :
. The Anti-Miasile Missiler -

i JAno
John R. Thomas of the Analysia.
J ‘Seivice, ven

tious. prediction that the Soq
viet - Union would - attempt]

't worse I -«lo not
e

o

. Dr. Garthoff said it. 'was un-' :

been “undermining the ideologi-)
cal foundations . of ‘the Soviet]
regimé,” according to |
Y, Galay of the Institute: for
Ttlie” Study of ‘the,U
1 expressed this opinion this week

ther, American specialist,at the Munjch

tired a cau-0f  AX
N associated . with the institute,

ready conslderable conventional
forces in the Far East.

and both sides arc
likely fo. continue to fear that;
the' other’ will attempt military:

! ions,” Mr. Mackintosh sald., ) C .
jsolutions, <yersatile, flexible, dispersed]”

He declared that thie Chinese-

¢ he.
Soviet conflict WI[S'&HHkCly to,

i
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)
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continue ' “in less cride form
without: prospect of fundamen-
tal solutiong. '

Ideology Said fo Buffer
By JIANSON W. BATDWIN'
The military revolution, epi-
tomized by nuclear weapons
and long-range missiles, has]

Nikolall

S.8.R., He

symposiun. .
Mr, Galay, ‘on¢ ‘of a number
antl-Communist* Russians

has speclalized in Soviet milis;

I~ “Tae -Soviet  leaders,” ' MF,
. (Galay
“Tn general the military situ-.themsclves driven by this face
certain ahethenr the new Soviet'ation is not likely to changotor Lo resort’ to open’ war: it
leaders would look favorably onisuhbstantially

“lany major world crisia, is the

have !

the huge task of perfecting andtary. developments and - the ree
emplacing . a nuclear-defense iationship ., between the Sovied
system based -on the anti-miséarmed forces and.the Commiu-
sile missile. . o0 oo oo . JMESEPARty, AT e
. He said that Soviet scientists: In Mr. Galay's view, the reve:
secmed to- be. mastering the/lutionary impact -of ~military

IS8T, o private research. or-
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| missile migsilo ut thek the:vast

teehnical probléms of the anti-'technology, - which: was .Ofﬂ"l
icmlly rebognized "ahd . ‘enal

PR

‘cofraged under. Mr, Khrushehey:,
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military pelicy and strategy.” -

declured, . "muy. - find

‘thelr cold war campaign againsty -

the West' should

go againsi
them, ..~ R
! 4'Under these circumstances,
a
but  at. the same time unified
and attomatically operative nu-
clear deterrent in the-hands’ of
the "West,o ready to' deal., with

sote ganrantce of future free-
dom.™" . Lo e

Mr. Galay made no attempt
to' analyze the role of the Sd-
viet midlitary in the recent over-
throw .of . Mr, Khrushchev,  He
said, however, that he thought

it was “likely” that Mr. Klrus' .
shchev'y successors would “cons, - -

duct ‘s more ' cautlous foreipn'
policy.” He added that the “Sos
viet| Army hierarchy'. cannot,

idzological structure of Soviet

‘Withering' of kdeologp* » =4 -
This “withering af ideology,™ -

"naked militarism, born of the ’

vt (6.

have alveady talcen place in thel:

matically undermining the ideos| ; - :

population and the ruling group: .

currently muster any challenge =

to’ the party technocrats wha
akgn powyer i il

HER AR




